








- CHRONOLOGICAL ‘ 


TABLE OF CASES. 


EASTERN DISTRICT, 
DECEMBER, 1832. 


Bruce vs. Stone et al., 








Salter vs. Hurst, 
Stone et al vs. Clifford 
Coote vs. Cotton, 

M‘Carty vs. Steam Cotton Press Company et al.ycsssereees 








Pemberton vs. Erwin et als., wa 














. Soulié vs. Soulie, 
Jones et al vs. Smalley, 
Hyde vs. Brown, 
JANUARY, 1833. 
Rils vs. Brown, 





Crocker vs. De Passau, 








Lanclos vs. Robertson, 
Hiriart vs. Morgan, 





Newton et al vs. Turner et al 
Hebert vs. Joly et al., 
Myers vs. Slack, 














Donavan vs. Mooney, 
Montreville et al vs. Robertson, 
Dutton vs. Dupuy et al., 

Union Bank vs. M‘Donough et als., 














Granneau vs. Langlois, 


SSLSSSSR RLS" 








CHRONOLOGICAL 


FEBRUARY, 1833. 





Barrow vs. Cazeaux, 
Reboul’s heirs vs. Behrens et als., 
De Blanc vs. Webb et al., 
Borié, f. w. c. vs. Borié, f. m. c. et als., 
Brugier vs. Moussier’s Administrator,... 
Deslonde, f. m. c. vs. Le Breret,. 
Hurst vs. Wallace, 
Sterlin’s executor vs. Gros, 
Vignié vs. Blache, 
Wiley et al vs. De Armas, 
Lyles v3. Martin et als.,. 
Bourguignon vs. Destrehan, 
Mayor, &c. of New-Orleans vs. Ripley et als.,........0000 
Brunet vs. Duvergis, Syndic, &c., 
Poydras vs. Patin et al, 
De Armas et al vs. Mayor &c. of New-Orleanss...... 



























































MARCH, 1833. 
Elliott et als. vs. La Barre,.. 
Morand’s Heirs vs. Mayor &c. of New-Orleans,......000. 
Ricard’s Heirs vs. Hiriart et al., 
McDonough vs. Zacharie, 
Collins vs. Briggs, 
Foster vs. Kokernot et al., 
Adams 03. Ryderyr.rcccccrssssessersseerers eee 
Armistead vs. Bowden, 
Yeatman vs. Erwin et al... 
Gasquet et als. vs. Kokernot et als., 
Banks vs. Dow, 
Ribas et al. vs. Bennett, 
Brabo 05. Martityc....cccccccccccce0e parennnenon 
Thompson vs. Brothers, 
Florance vs. Camp, 
Versailles, f. w. c. vs. Hall, 
Rochelle’s Heirs vs. Cox,.... 
Reeves vs. Adams,... 
M‘Learn vs. Pettit,......000. seumeanquccovonseet 





























etdonpdtozvunreees 
































RE <n A CN tT NR nt a 











Eee ee OK. OV > SES | OD 





« Macalester et al. vs. Willis et al.—Bell, Appellant,...... 


TABLE OF Cae 


Ohio Insurance Company vs. Edmondson et Alsspirere 
Pemberton vs. Zacharie et als., 








Ryder vs. Adams et al., ; : tbe 
Burke vs. Erwin, ' neal ETSI 





Elliott, Administrator &c. vs. White, 





Poydras et al vs. Patin, 
State of Louisiana vs. Le Blanc, Judge, &c., 
Erwin vs. Butler, 
Boimare vs. Toby, 














Henshaw et al. vs. _ Rollins, 
Shepherd & Co. vs. Lanfear,. 
Erwin et als. vs. Jones, 
Moffat vs. Vion, ; 
Baron vs. Breedlove et al., 


APRIL, 1833. 
Weinprender vs. His Creditors, 
Delogny et als, vs. Dixon, Curator, &c-, 
Soulé vs. Heerman, 
Licquet’s Heirs vs. Peirce, 
Rierdon vs. Thompson, 
Tracy et al. vs. Storer, 























sean 














Conand et al. vs. Cobbs, 
Fletcher’s Heirs vs. Vieil et als., 
Williams vs. Palmer, 
Baron vs. Kingsland et al., 
Chiapella et ux. vs. Moni et als., 
Riviere, f. w. c. vs. Boissiere, 
Watis, Curator, &c. vs. Frazer et ux., 























MAY, 1833. 


Lewis’s heirs vs. His Executor et als., 
Deslondes vs. Wilson et als., 
Denis, Syndic, &c. vs. Oger et al, 
M‘Donald, Surviving Partner, &c. vs. Millaudon,........ 
Pully vs. Spangenburg—Comley appellant, 
Morton vs, Rils, 

















2 


TITTELrYT re 


4 
‘ 


ec eieeeteet 







‘- 





viii. CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE OF CASES. a 
, PAGE. 
Henderson et als vs. Mayor, &c. of New-Orleans,....... 416 — 


West, Syndic, &c. vs. M‘Connell, vee 494 
Labadie vs. Guerin, 429 
Keene vs. Lizardi et als 431 
Landreaux vs. Bel, 434 
Colleton et al vs. De Armas, ssccsscceee 404 
Gravier vs. Roche, 441 
Davis vs. Foster et als, é 444 
Cagter vs. Cooper, 446 
Stone et al vs. Carter, 448 
Cucullu vs. Orleans Insurance Company, 453 
Allison vs. Fox, 
Rabassa vs.'New-Orleans Navigation Company,.......000 
Thompson vs. Blackwell, 
Swindler vs. Peyroux et al, 
Mercier, Attorney, &c. vs. Sterlin, Dative Executor,éc. 
‘Nicholls vs. Hanse et al, 
Allain vs. Preston et al, 
Senac vs Pritchard, 


















































AUGUST, 1833. 





Wilson vs. Munday—Allen, intervenor, 
Moore vs. Nicholls, 
Davidson vs. Buel, 
Jennison vs. Warmack, 











ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee Ce ee ce er ae 








ie 
6 
A 
9 : 
; 

44 
ce 
1.3 
4 
6 | 
8 
3 
(ee 
1 
8 
2 
51 
8 

0 


PAGE. 

Adams vs. Ryder, 261 

' Adams et al ads. Ryder, 318 

Allain vs. Preston et al, 478 

Allison vs. Fox, 457 

Armistead vs. Bowden,......2 263 

Banks vs. Dow, 269 

Baron vs. Breedlove et al, 348 
Baron vs. Kingsland et al,..... 378 | 


. Barrow vs. Cazeaux,.... 72 
Bennett ads. Ribas et al,. , 271 
Bel ads. Landreaux,.. : 434 
Boimare vs. Toby, 333 
Blache ads. Vignié,......... é 108 
Blackwell ads. Thompson, ines 465 
Borié f. w. c.7s. Borié f. m. c. et als, 87 ¥ 
Bourguignon vs. Destrehan,.... 115 
Bowden ads. Armistead, 263 
Brabo vs. Martin, 0 275 | 
Brothers ads. Thompson, 277 
Briggs ads. Collins,....... 257 
Brown ads. Hyde,.... 33 
Brown ads. Rils, 34 
Brugier vs. Moussier’s administrator, - 93 
Bruce vs. Stone et al,..s00. 1 



















ALPHABETICAL 


TABLE OF CASES. 













































































ALPHABETICAL 





Brunet vs. Duvergis, Syndic, &c 














Buel ads. Davidson,.... . 49] 
Burke vs. Erwin, 320 
Butler ads. Erwin, pevnapte sorceee OOD 
Reiter vs. CGOper,. 2.000 oe gdiess eck pavadvccs vcs osdoes cee’ 446 
Carter ads. Stone et al,.......cc.ccesceesceesscees Bee cede 448 
Camp ads. Florence,.......00.sccccssscvecssdgbiodsoccsease 280 
Cazeaux ads. Barrow,.....sceceesseeeees S Ae Acehnese 72 
Chiappella et ux vs. Moni et als,.......sesceccereeeeeecees 380 
Clifford ads. Stone et al,.ss. cece cscs cccsvecsscccctecvvedseds 10 
Collins ge. Briggty.... 0.0. sccsccscccsssssece vvcccccseccssed 256 
Colleton et al vs. De Armas,........s+ssesseceeeeeeeee eens 437 
Ghnand. et al vs. Cobbs,.......0..0cccecescesccesccecce cece 370 
SOT Wii Cen its 650000 cevccvccvecvesdesdee esas chic cha cans 12 
“Cox ads. Rochelle’s Heirs.. .....00.ss0+sseccsscccsssscessees QO0 
Wrocker a. AR Bescati,,..10-ccccsceccccccccccccsnn shuweses 37 F 
“Cuculla vs. New-Orleans Insurance Company,......... 453 
NE ties TR ssn sonesvcnws cape sone ces cepntdoceiubal 491 | 
“De Armas et al vs. Mayor, &c. of New-Orleans,...,.... 132 
De Armas ads. Colleton et al,.....cs.ccssceecessccccseccees 437 " 
Bie Biethens, Webb ot alys.:see cece resecovccesevciovceseaes 82 4 
Delogny et als vs. Dixon, Curator, 8&0€.,...0..60ce0ee. eee SOG 
“Denis, Syndic, &c. vs. Oger et als,.....sseesseeeseeevees 5. 400 
“De Passeau ads. Crocker,......+.sesssecccscecsseesceceseces 37 
“Deslondes vs. Wilson et als,........scecesececcscccsseecece - 397 
“Deslondes, f. w. c. vs. Le Breret,.....02.ceeseececoesseceee 96 
‘Destrehan ads, Bourguignon,........scssecceeeseeeees voce HSG 
Donavan vs. Mooney yeiiigsecsogeccssevecs cece cccccscovenisss 57 § 
Feowr wiles Bntlitienesnccnéscvcveseis civbvevoereev'osstiiiadsn 269 
Dutton ox. Dupuy, ct tlycacessrrsess secs cevespedd coos caivh 61 Ff 
‘Davergis, syndic, &c, ads, Brunet,........... ae vevese 1D 
‘Edmondson et als ads. Ohio Insurance Company,........ 295 
“Elliott et als. vs. La Barre,........sccsscscoscescessevecoes 223 4 
* Elliott, Administrator &c, vs. White,.......scecccecsccsees 322 | 


UB rwin vs. Butler,..0...ocssossssiesscccse sstececvecsccosecdce Mie 
"Erwin et als ads. Pemberton..:......sccecsccscescecccccece 













































a 


we 


, ee ee ee ee ee ee eS ee ee lee 





a 


sd 


J 
a? 


3 


J 
4 
1 
0 
0 
6 
S 
0 
2 
0 
0 
6 
7 
0 
23 
3 
74% 
3 
l 
2. 
7 
2 
5 
) 
7 
Y 
3 
? 
y 
) 
| 
» 
} 
} 





TABLE OF CASES. 


‘Erwin ‘ads. BAe ye nne: 200 cecethceccenccis sengnabaten ied tan 320 
“PIOVENEE Vs. Camp,..sesecvecrccccccccccscccccenseisivnd sotece 280 
Fletcher's Heirs vs. Vieil et als,..........ssseeseecsessvees OTL 



























































Foster vs. Kokernot ét’al,.....ccccccscecccececnes secssens ..' 260 
Poster ét als dds. Davis,.........c00cccsceccccccvevesseccees MMd 
‘Fox ads. ‘Allison, ‘457 
‘Frazer et ux ads. Watts, Curator, &c.- - 383 
Gasquet et als. vs.’ Kokernot et als 266 
“Granneau 2s. Langlois 70 
“Gravier vs.’ Roche 441 
‘Gros ads. Sterlin, Executor, &c 100 
Guerin ads. Labadie 429 
‘Hall ads.’ Versailles, f. ‘w. c .281 
‘Hanse et al ads. Nicholls 475 
‘Hebert vs. Joly et al Reoss ‘50 
“Heerman ads. Soulé ‘ 358 
‘Henderson et als. vs. Mayor, &c: of New-Orleans,...0s500:416 
‘Henshaw et al. vs. Rollins 335 
- Hiriart vs. Morgan 43 
*Hiriart et al. ads. Ricard’s Heirs . 244 
‘Hurst ads. Salter 7 
Hurst vs. Wallace 98 
Hyde vs. Brown 
“Jennison vs. Warmack seseessese493 
Joly et al. ads. Hebert ‘ 50 
Jones et.al. vs. Smalley.........scssssceeresees ee 28 
Jones. ade. Erwin et alages.....aijpinesscrscedcccees eesesocees 344 
Keene vs."Lizardi et als........sceacecessscccecscsccccsecces 431 
Kingsland et al. ads. Baron rrrri re... ccecessceeesseesee set BI8 
Kokernot et al. ads. Foster..........cssseseeeeseeeceees +--:260 
Kokernot et als. ads. Gasquet et als.........+++++++-«adi¥e-- 266 _ 
Labadie vs. Guerin.......00.scccceccccceccccccecceceveee 0ssMee 
La Barre ads. Elliott et als.........sccsssccepeesecceccveess 223 
Manclos vs. Robertsotics...<csceccsccccescccpadesesde ds sheet ‘41 - 
DMMP OGIS WA WOlbree se0ecceeecccecee ces counts phinthetabee 434 
Lanfear ads. Shepherd & Go.......ssecesseceeserersecesess 336 
“Langlois ads, Granneau..........ssersesseessensdeseeses vqoe WO 











xii. ALPHABATICAL. 


Le Blanc, Judge, &c. ads. State of Louisiana.........«0.329 











Le Breret.ads. Déslonde, f. m. €......0000se0casseeesessnens 96 
Lewis’ Heirs vs. His Executors et als..........c0.seeeseeeee 387 
BCGCT H FECIS 08. PORE, 5503500. con thnnsecyscsnvebessivcel 361 
MeenTal Ct AIT Ws. TROENE. 005 000. cc iecakeevesvesccecs coe cous 43] 
Lyles vs. Martin et als.....cccccscees 113 
Macalester et al. vs. Willis et al. ~ Bell, Appellant......000 368 
Martin et als. ads. Lyles 113 4 
Martin ads. Brabo.. 275 
Mayor &c. of RR a De Armas et al........0. 132 
Mayor &c. of New-Orleans ads. Henderson et als........ 416 
Mayor &c. of New-Orleans vs. Ripley et als.......0+. +++. 120 
McCarty vs. Steam Cotton Press Company et al......++«. 16 | 
McConnell ads. West, Syndic, &cC......0+seeccecesccesceees 424 
McDonough vs. Zacharie et alg..........02+seeesoeesoeecoes 247 
McDonald, Surviving Partner, &c. vs. Millaudon........ 403 
McDonough et als. ads. Union Bank.......+.sesseeceeseees 63 


Mercier, Attorney, &c. vs. Sterlin, Dative Executor, ‘Ge. 472 


ERIE G0, MMR ev swes cues cvvenses vcs ppentepees EERE 294 
EE Ws Wins ous one 0k nuns by earun ss cateriv ares pare 346 
BR OUE MMRO VOD, «0000006000. coseessccseseeciseotMtEnes 57 
MNO GOT THICIONIS. 0.2.2... ccs ccccccccccccscccsigbeopece ce cet 
Moni et als. ads. Chiappella et ux......ccscesecseevenserens 380 

Montreville et al. vs. Robertson..........ceescecsesecesceecs 59 

Eee eerie eT 4 
SEONL Be MEANR occ gine oss css seer sens sesskopsessee ses On 413 @ 


Morand’s Heirs vs. Mayor &c. of New-Orleans........... 226 © 
Moussier’s Administrator ads. Brugier......é.....escceeees {93 @ 
Munday ads. Wilson—Allen, Intervenors........seseeeeees 483. 
Mevete 08, TIRCK.... 0.0. .csesesseterecsace sone cops oped Nae esas 53 


Newton et als. vs. Turner ct al.........ssssseeseeeeesereoee 46 


New-Orleans Insurance Company ads. Cucullu...........453 


PURGTOES Ce, MNOS OC Bl. 5... 0.200. ecb epee cca douse vocecveged 475 
Nicholls ads. Moore... ieee ee beceucewecan cmp ht | pees sau 
Oger et al. ads. Denis, Syndic, kee. sovceevvcesecesvccccccocoscecoceeel 400 
Ohio Insurance Company vs. Edmondson et als.......0ese0e0 295 


Orleans Navigation Company ads. Rabassa 








a 
- 
we «6 (fet) =6C”” Gee hee eee” Be. ae Oe CO. 6 Oe. flee le | Ce ee” celta ccs fn ae eS ~ 











_~ CUO 


Tn lUP TF 


som, a. —lhCr rT OF rUlC PF lC TTF 





Wee Seca 


ie 
i 
1 
l 
l 
3 
3 
3 
i 
2 
5 
) 


OSI 


ey 


ee wes Pea Seer gies Se 


gg ee ee i 





TABLE OF CASES. xiii. 














































































































j " PAGE: 
Palmer ads. Williams.........sccccseees e372 
Peirce ads. Licquet’s Heirs..... 361 
Pemberton vs. Erwin et als.....cocoee ‘ 22 
Pemberton vs. Zacharie et als....ccccccsssees 310 
Pettit ads. McLearn..... ; bic ‘ 294 
Peyroux et al. ads. Swindler.....00000 ‘ 468 
Poydras vs. Patin et al seed 127 
Poydras et al 05. Patinesccccccssrrrcessseees 324 
Preston et al. ads. Allain. carers 478 © 
Pritchard ads. Senac.ccccccccccccccccccces 480 
Pully vs. Spangenburg—Comley, appellant 410 
Rabassa vs. Orleans Navigation Company 461 
Reboul’s Heirs vs. Behrens et als..... 79 
Reeves vs. Adams. bai ndibedasustediote , e000 208 
Ribas et al. vs. Bennett..... F 271 
Ricard’s Heirs vs. Hiriart et al 244 
Rierdon vs. Thompson. ovialied } 364 
Ripley et als. ads. Mayor, &c. of New-Orleans-.....sscceeeeel 20 
Rils vs. Brown..... ae | 
Rils ads. Morton 413 * 
Riviere f. w. c. vs. Boissierc......ccceees 382 
Robertson ads. Lanclos 41 
Robertson ads. Montreville et al... 59 
Roche ads. Gravier.... 441 

* Rochelle’s Heirs vs. Cox..... 283 
Rollins ads. Henshaw et al 335 
Ryder ads. Adams... 261 
Ryder vs. Adams et al 318 
Salter vs. Hurst. *aiddes 184 
Senac os. Pritchard 480 
Shepherd & Co. vs. Lanfear.....r.cccccerresrcssresseres 336 . 
Slack ads. Myers eecceee 53 
Smalley ads. Jones et al......cecsooees 28 
Soulé vs. Heerman 358 
Soulé vs. Soulé 26 
Spangenburg ads. Pulley—Comley, appcllant.......000+8 ooeee4 10 
State of Louisiana vs. Le Blanc, Judge, &c 329 


Steam Cotton Press Company et als. ads. McCartyssr0c«ee 16 








































































































xiVs ALPHABETICAL TABLE OF CASES. a 
Sterlin’s Executor vs. Gros 100 a 
Sterlin, Dative Executor, &c. ads. Mercier, Attorney, &c.472 
Stone et al. ads. Bruce.... 1 
Stone et al. vs. Carter... 448 
Stone et al. vs. Clifford 10 
Storer ads. Tracy et al... 366 
Swindler vs. Peyroux et al went ! 468 
Thompson vs. Brothers....... ageeeenes 277 
Thompson ads. Rierdon 364 
Thompson vs. Blackwell eeoveees AG5 
Toby ads. Boimare.. : 333 
Tracy et al. vs. Storer.,.., *" 366 
Turner et al. ads. Newton et als..... 46 
Union Bank vs. McDonough et als cove GB 
Versailles, f. w. c. vs. Hall..... we ;, .281 
Vignié vs. Blache... 108 
Vieil et al ads. Fletcher’s Heirs..... , 371 
Vion ads, Moffat. teepevescosens . 346 
Wallace ads. Hurst.. " 98 § 
Warmack ads, Jennison. sudeeptensnians 493 
Watts, Curator, &c. vs. Frazer et uXsy04., 383 
Webb et al, ads. De Blanc ~ : 82 
Weinprender vs. HisCreditors.,.. ressegeersonepsoeceegpeeessee D4 
West, Syndic, &c. vs. McConnell 1004.24 
White ads. Elliott, Administrator, &c ssesooodoe 
Williams vs. Palmeres.rcccccssessssseeees ropecopesen, Peers ff 
Wiley et al. vs. De Armas lll © 
Willis et al. ads. Macalester et al.—Bell, Appellente pecnsee 368 9 
Willis et al. ads. Deslondes...... oni 397 7 
Wilson vs. Monday.— Allen, Intervenors.srr.serceeerpe 483 
Yeatman vs. Erwin et al....,..ccccsrresssccoresces: poe 120264 
Zacharie ads. McDonoughrsr.rcrrecccrveeees ' 22AT 
Zacharie et als. ads, Pemberton poovey seooered LO 






hee 


‘The: 


dant 
bein 
defe 
pric 
able 
of ¥ 
fend 





